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Worksheet    
Determination of NEPA Adequacy (DNA)  

U.S. Department of the Interior  
Bureau of Land Management 

 
 
OFFICE:  Kingman Field Office (KFO) 
 
NEPA DOCUMENT NUMBER:  DOI-BLM-AZ-C010-2012-0038-DNA 
CASE FILE NUMBER: AZA-28639 
 
PROPOSED ACTION TITLE/TYPE:  
Freeport McMoran Copper & Gold, Bagdad Operations, Plan IX Leach and South Waste Rock Stockpile 
Expansion  
 
LOCATION/LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  
Sections 8, T. 14 N., R. 9 W., Gila & Salt River Meridian, near Bagdad, Yavapai Co., Arizona 
 
APPLICANT:   
Freeport McMoran Copper & Gold 
Bagdad Operations 
Main Street P.O. Box 245 
Bagdad, Arizona  86321 
 
POC: 
Brad Dingee, Chief Environmental Engineer 
Tel (928) 633-3214 
      (928) 925-7764 cell 
 
A.  Description of the Proposed Action and any applicable mitigation measures:  

Expansion of the Plan IX Leach Stockpile and South Waste Rock Stockpile.  Currently, the 
disturbance to public land totals 305 acres.  In 1996, 320 acres of public land in Sections 8 and 9 were 
authorized to be disturbed.  In 2005, an additional 320 acres in Sections 8 and 9 were authorized to be 
disturbed.  This modification to the mining plan will authorize disturbance to the remaining 30 acres 
of public land in Section 8.  In approving this mining plan revision, a total of 670 acres of public land 
will be authorized to be disturbed by the Plan IX Leach Stockpile and South Waste Rock Stockpile 
(See map, attached.).  In 1996, Freeport McMoran Copper & Gold compensated for the loss of 320 
acres of desert tortoise habitat by imposing seasonal grazing restrictions on 4,000 acres of public land.  
Freeport McMoran Copper & Gold has agreed to compensate BLM for the loss of 350 additional 
acres of Category III desert tortoise habitat (See Attachment 1.).      
 

.   
 
B.  Land Use Plan (LUP) Conformance 
 
LUP Name:  Kingman Resource Management Plan/EIS   
Date Approved: March 1995 
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The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable LUP because it is specifically provided for in 
the following LUP decisions: 
 
 
 
Kingman Resource Management Plan/EIS, March 1995, p. 60 
 
“The objective of the minerals program is to provide for orderly exploration and development of minerals 
by allowing high- and medium- potential areas to remain open to appropriation under the mineral laws, 
with few restrictions.”  
 

 
 

B. Identify applicable National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and other related 
documents that cover the proposed action. 

Freeport McMoran Copper and Gold, Bagdad Operations 
Addendum to the Mine Plan of Operations 
January 31, 2011 
 
Cyprus Bagdad Copper Corporation Proposed Tailings and Waste Rock Storage Areas Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, January 1996. 
 
Phelps Dodge Bagdad Expansion of Plan IX Leach Dump and South Waste Rock Disposal Facility 
April 2005. 
 
Plan of Operations 
Upper Mammoth Tailings and South Waste Rock Disposal Facilities 
Cyprus Bagdad Copper Corporation 
April 1995 
 
Closure Plan 
South Waste Rock Disposal Facility 
Cyprus Bagdad Copper Mine 
February 1995 
 
Mammoth and Upper Mammoth Tailings Facilities Closure Plan 
February 1995 
 
Geologic and Hydrologic Summary for  
Cyprus Bagdad Mine Plan of Operation 
February 1995 
 
A Cultural Resources Inventory of Two Parcels of Land Proposed for Exchange from BLM Ownership to 
Cyprus Bagdad Copper Corporation Ownership at the Cyprus Bagdad Mine, Yavapai County, Arizona 
March 1995 
 
Lowland Leopard Frog Report 
May 1995 
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D.  NEPA Adequacy Criteria 
 

1. Is the new proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative analyzed in 
 the existing NEPA document(s)?  Is the project within the same analysis area, or if the 
project location is different, are the geographic and resource conditions sufficiently similar 
to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)?  If there are differences, can you 
explain why they are not substantial? 
 
This action is an expansion of leach and waste rock stockpiles originally analyzed in the EIS 
dated 1996.  At that time, and in a previous expansion approved in 2005, a portion of the acreage 
of public land analyzed was approved.  With this expansion, all 563 acres of public land analyzed 
in the 1996 EIS will be authorized to be disturbed.  The project area for this expansion is adjacent 
to those areas previously authorized to be disturbed.   

   
                                                                                                                                                                                              
2.  Is the range of alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) appropriate with respect 
to the new proposed action, given current environmental concerns, interests, and resource values?  
 
All conditions remain substantially unchanged from the date that the 1996 EIS was approved. 
 
3.  Is the existing analysis valid in light of any new information or circumstances (such as, 
rangeland health standard assessment, recent endangered species listings, updated lists of BLM-
sensitive species)?  Can you reasonably conclude that new information and new circumstances 
would not substantially change the analysis of the new proposed action?  
 
Existing environmental analysis and conclusions are adequate.  As identified in the EIS, there would be 
no effect to any federally-listed species or their habitats.  There would be no effect to the yellow-billed 
cuckoo, a newly-proposed species for listing, because there is no riparian habitat that could support the 
cuckoo in the project area, nor has this species been documented there.  Compensation for loss of Desert 
Tortoise habitat would help to compensate for residual impacts to tortoise. 
 
4.  Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from implementation of the 
new proposed action similar (both quantitatively and qualitatively) to those analyzed in the existing 
NEPA document? 
 
 The direct, indirect and cumulative effects are the same as those analyzed in the 1996 EIS. 
 
5.  Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEPA document(s) 
adequate for the current proposed action? 
 
Consultation, coordination and communication completed during the preparation of the 1996 EIS is 
adequate for this action.  This current proposal was presented to the National Environmental Policy Act 
Coordination meeting at the Kingman Field Office for comment.  Consultation, coordination and 
communication completed during the preparation of the 1996 EIS is adequate for this action.  This current 
proposal was presented to KFO staff on April 13, 2012 at the Kingman Field Office for comment. 
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E.  Persons/Agencies/BLM Staff Consulted 
 

Name                              Title                       Resource/Agency Represented  
   
See Attachment 2. 
 
Conclusion    
 
Based on the review documented above, I conclude that this proposal conforms to the applicable land use 
plan and that the NEPA documentation fully covers the proposed action and constitute BLM’s 
compliance with the requirements of the NEPA. 
 
 
 
__/ s / Paul L. Misiaszek________________    ___11/20/2012_____________ 
Project Lead                                             Date 
Paul Misiaszek, Geologist 
 
 
__/ s / Don McClure  for_________________                    ___11/20/2012______________ 
Signature of the Authorized Official                  Date 
Ruben A. Sanchez 
Field Manager 
Kingman Field Office 
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Attachment 1 
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Attachment 2 
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